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Fort Monmouth Installation Assessment

1. In a memo dated 1/26/81, it is mentioned that\there are 6 test wells

in operation oﬁriandfill behind bldg. 697." Which—3tandfitd—is—reférred-to

swd fyre any data available® Rom +theoe ‘est @8 uells 7 feckomumundotions G ¥ Y
progroum usiv\o hge. wells and Sonpling 6y p«u’\wi—gj po lonts  shoul be d,wd.vfu.

2. The abstract states that the sanitary landfills and the sludge drying beds - :

were identified as poten#ial sites of contamination. These sites should be

looked at in more detail for the next phase, i.e. it was indicated that the

present landfill contains unwashed pesticide/herbicide cans, STP sludge, drugs

and outdated photographic chemicals.gééi»nmsz Crovn the siud%tddqng heols ond .
Frovuncdectiy Samples choL/o(' Sm! ﬁ/w\fles showlel. be. taken a- Mw.,&ﬁ;(,/\ ﬁ/\"pﬂm‘(

3. It is stated that the geology of Fort Monmouth, CWA, and EA is conducive pwh#d

to migration via surface and subsurface routes. There are no data available

on subsurface migration in the vicinity of the 3 installations. A ground

water monitoring program would help to determine ih the contaminants are

migrating and in what direction they are migrating.

4. The surface water quality was determined to be poor. What parameters -
were tested for ( other than pH, conductivity, temperature, sﬁliform
bacteria, and dissolved oxygen), and are any data available? ﬁh&7
bockgrnngl.  swdbee. m};é/t):a/valzﬁ ot D Qe /
5. In the conclusion, it is stated that Fort Monmouth will forward the
findings of the RCRA study on landfills. What is this RCRA study that
is mentioned and what does it entail? '
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